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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECllON AGENCY 
REGION 5 

DATE: November 20, 2000 

SUBJE;CT: Lead Confirmation f^r Sites Identified in the FY' 1999 OIG Audit of Sites Deferrec 
to RCRA 

Brownfield/E^l^ Action Section / 
Superfimd Djiysion / 

FROM: Joseph Duffici Gerald Philli; 
Corrective Ac 
Waste, Pestici 

iger 
foxics Division 

TO: SITE FILES 

This memo is to memorialize the lead decisions for those sites that the Office of the Inspector 
General (OIG) identified in the March 1999 report, entitled "Superfimd Sites Deferred to 
RCRA." The OIG audit recommended that Superfimd reevaluate all deferred sites not in the 
RCRA corrective action workload to determine the best legal authority to address the sites, and 
any response actions necessary in order to improve communication between the programs. The 
OIG also reconmiended that the two programs should reach agreement on v/hich program will 
take lead responsibility for each of the sites by the end of calendar year 2000. 

The OIG lists for Region 5 included (493 sites) 'Sites Subject to Corrective Action', and (184 
sites) 'RCRA Handlers' that may not be subject to corrective action. These two lists (attached) 
have been reviewed by both programs and are identified with one of tlie three Special Initiative 
flags. For those sites that have been scored under the RCRA NCAPS model, they are noted as 
RCRA Deferral - Lead Confirmed. For those sites to be addressed under Superfimd, they are 
identified on the attached lists as RCRA Deferral - New Decision or RCRA Deferral - Further 
Assessment. All sites requiring reassessments by Superfimd will have findings provided to 
RCRA for their information. 

Attachments (2) X 

cc: State Site Assessment Contacts 
EAPMs 
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' .m^Vf Reporting RCRA Deferral Activities jmyzooo 

Viymat are RCRA Deferral Sites? 
A March 1999 report by EPA's 
Off ce of the Inspector 

. General (GIG) identified 
2,941 Superfund sites that 
hav? been deferred to the 
Res(3urce Conservation and 
Recovery Act (RCRA) 
program. The OIG report determined that 842 
site:? are being appropriately addressed under 
RCRA, and 2,099 need further attention. 

EP/̂  has developed two measures to track and 
evaluate these 2,099 sites in WasteLAN. First, 
EP-̂  Headquarters will flag the sites using the existing "RCRA Defen-a! 
Audit" Special Initiative, and Regions will be able to enter one of the 
following three new Special Initiatives: RCRA Deferral—Lead 
Confirmed; RCRA Deferral—New Decision; or RCRA Deferral—Further 
Assessment. The second measure adds a new WasteLAN action, 
"Sit(3 Reassessment", that will track reassessment activities at sites. 

H 

w Will Tracking RCRA Deferral Sites Benefit 
EPA? 
Use of the one existing and three new Special Initiatives and the new 
WasteLAN action, "Site Reassessment," will allow EPA to: 

• Readily identify the OIG RCRA defen-al sites and accurately report 
their current status 

• Effectively track reassessment activities, recording dates and 
fiscal year accomplishments; and 

• Receive proper credit for reassessment work performed in the 
Regions. 

Add itionally, these new initiatives allow the Regions to track the 
status of RCRA deferral sites that were identified in the 2,099 sites 
needing further attention. The new "Site Reassessment" action does 
not leplace current assessment actions; it serves as a supplement in 
instances when some assessment is needed to evaluate new 
infoTiation on a site, yet a full assessment action is not wan^anted 
undsrthe Superfund program. 

ow Will Regional Staff Maintain 
RCRA Deferral Activities? 

Regions will be responsible for entering the 
new WasteLAN Special Initiatives. The new 
Regional Special Initiatives are: 

• RCRA Defen-al—Lead Confirmed: Indicates 
that the RCRA-Deferral decision was 
accurate; i.e., there is no change to the 
current RCRA deferral status. 

RCRA Deferral—New Decision: Indicates 
that EPA is con-ecting or changing the 
currently-listed decision from "Deferred to 
RCRA" to another indicator. 

• RCRA Deferral—further Superfund 
Assessment: Indicates that EPA needs to 
conduct further assessment to update the 
status. (This initiative should be used in 
conjunction with the new Site Reassess­
ment action.) 

Regions will also be responsible for recording 
Site Reassessment activities using the new 
WasteLAN action. 

W h o Can I Contact for More Information? 
JenniferGriesert Data Spon; 

WasteLAN Techline 

(703)603-8888 griosertj 

(703)247-4711 techline' 

rcraiiM.pdf 


